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Social research has contributed for decades to social, economic and political
planning, as a necessary though not sufficient condition, to enlighten decision
makers. Inasmuch as Think Tanks have and advisory and consultative
function to those who have to take decisions, they can benefit largely from the
analysis and interpretation of data collected through social research. At
present there are a great number of international comparative research
projects that provide huge amounts of data, often periodically, on a great
variety of topics that should be of value to experts in Think Tanks. Some of
these projects are global, world wide, as the World Values Study (WVS), the
International Social Survey Program (ISSP), the Comparative Study of
Electoral Systems (CSES), and others are limited to certain geographical or
cultural areas, as the Eurobarometer, the Latinobarometer, the Afrobarometer,
the East Asia Barometer, the Asia Barometer, the Arab Barometer, the
European Values Study, the European Social Survey, the East Europe
Barometer, etc. Their data are usually accessible in Data Archives, as Institute
for Social Research (ISR, Ann Arbor, Michigan, U.S.), Central Archive
(GESIS-ZA, Cologne, Germany), UK Data Archive (U. of Essex, Colchester,




UK), Norwegian Social Science Data Services (NSD, Bergen, Norway), and
ASEP/]JDS Data Bank (Madrid, Spain), among many other international and
national data archives. The growth of international comparative research in
the past two or three decades has been favoured by new developments in
computing technologies and, undoubtedly, by the rapid world-wide diffusion
of internet. But data are data, that is, they are just the raw materials, and think
tanks, consultants, analysts, and researchers in general, are more and more
needed to derive knowledge about social reality that may be applied to
formulate policies and, in general, to enlighten decision makers in many
different areas. What Wright Mills called the “sociological imagination”
continues to be even more necessary when information is as abundant as it is

today.

Certainly social research had a major role in providing information to political
leaders of very different ideologies during the political transition to democracy
in Spain (before and after Franco’s death in 1975). Information about public
opinion’s wishes and expectations was decisive for leaders to formulate their
policies and strategies, and the success of that process is a good
demonstration of how social research can contribute to difficult social,
economic and political challenges. Social research has also played a very
important role in Fast European countries to inform reforms in their public
administrations after 1989 (see, for example, OECD’s Sigma Project on The
Use of Public Opinion Surveys for Public Administration Reforms in East

European Countries).

In the following pages an attempt is made to analyze some data on cultural
values collected by the European Values Group and the World Values Survey
Association on a number of countries in the Mediterranean. The main
purpose is to show that, contrary to some ideological predictions about the so

called “clash of civilizations” (Huntington), there are also many similarities in



citizens’ values, attitudes, desires and expectations on both sides of the
Mediterranean, the Mare Nostrum as was named by the Romans. Having been
part of the Group of Experts for the Dialogue between Peoples and Cultures
in the Euro-Mediterranean Space appointed by the President of the European
Commission, Romano Prodi, a few years ago, I am very satisfied to see that
our main proposal, the establishment of the Mediterranean Foundation, has
successtully become a reality, and is located in Alexandria as the Anna Lindh

Euro-Mediterranean Foundation for the Dialogue between Cultures.

Methodology

It is difficult to define what countries should be included as belonging to the
Mediterranean basin. The MENA region, as defined by the World Bank, may
be taken as an approximation, but there are other different groupings. For the
purpose of the following analysis we have preferred to use a more extensive
definition, thus including some countries in the Middle East and in Central
Asia for which survey data on values were available. The list of available
surveys in countries around this broadly defined area is presented, by

geographic-cultural area, in Annex I.

A summary of the available information is the following: 28 countries “close”
to the Mediterranean, 5 waves along a period of more than 25 years, 70
surveys conducted by EVS and WVS classified in 6 territorial-cultural regions,

and 99,893 personal interviews face to face.

Table 1: Number of R’s by Cultural Region and Wave

WAVE
1981- 1989- 1994- 1999- 2005-
REGIONS 1984 1993 1999 2004 2007
West European 5,318 8,745 1,211 9,168 3,213 | 27,655

East European
Orthodox 0 2,137 7,818 6,469 6,093

22,517

East European
Christian 0 1,035 4,203 2,009 1,037




East European

Islamic 0 0 4,201 2,200 0

Magreb 0 0 0 3,546 1,200

Middle East 0 1,030 1,907 15,189 | 10,965| 29,091
Israel 0 0 0 1,199 0

Total 5,318 | 12,947| 19,340 39,780 22,508

Certainly one could have grouped the countries in many other ways, as
“North” and “South” Mediterranean, or as Christian and Islam, but previous
analysis have demonstrated that reality is a little more complicated when using
taxonomies. Ever since Merrit and Rokkan edited their classic book on
Comparing Nations, it has been confirmed many times that within-group
differences are often greater that between-groups differences. Most of the
analysis has been based on very simple statistics, arithmetic means to measure
averages for countries, and standard deviations to measure variation around
the means. And the attitudes and values that have been compared refer to

different social, economic and political aspects.

As has been mentioned before, previous analyses have shown evidence
confirming that within-world-regions variation may be larger than between-
wortld-regions in four dimensions (economic, political, social and cultural
development, as measured by GNP per capita, Freedom House Ratings,
Human Development Index and post-materialist values), and that the concept
of “civilization” or “world region” as an homogeneous entity cannot be
accepted uncritically. On the contrary, the country seems to be still a better
unit of analysis for explaining individual attitudes in international comparative
research. Nevertheless, the types of society defined as world cultural regions
seem to have a significant explanatory power at the micro-level, that is, for
explaining individuals’ attitudes. However, socio-economic differences among
world regions (especially GNP differences) may explain differences in values
in a similar and sometimes even greater degree than types of society or

“civilizations” as Huntington defined them. And, at the micro-level, family



income also seems to be the variable with greater explanatory power of
individuals’ attitudes. The internal homogeneity of so called “civilizations” is
therefore questioned by empirical evidence. In summary, differences
(measured by arithmetic means) between countries belonging to the same
“civilization” were in some cases greater than differences between

“civilizations”’.

In another piece of research comparing Elites and Non-Elites in developed
and developing countries in the Mediterranean it was found that there is a
great convergence of values between elites in developed and in non-developed
countries (that is, between elites in European and Islamic countries in the
Mediterranean) with respect to political and economic values, but a lack of
convergence with respect to family and religious values. But, when non-elites
are compared, greater differences are found between European and Islamic
Mediterranean countries, but more when family and religious values are

compared that when the comparison refers to political and economic values.

The values that have been used in the present analysis refer to importance
attributed to different institutions: family, work, politics and religion, to some
other social values as happiness, national pride and interest in politics, to
confidence in different institutions: churches or religious organizations, armed
forces, the police, the justice system, the Government, political parties and
Parliament. The six regions defined for this research have also been compared
with respect to their preferences for four different types of government. And,
finally, comparisons have also been made regarding identification of
individuals with different territories or political organizations, and regarding
the importance attributed to democracy and the evaluation of how democracy

works in their own country.

Importance Attributed to Different Institutions




Only the six main regions could be compared with respect to importance
attributed to the four institutions, and not for the first wave of surveys on
values in 1981. Israel could not be included in the analysis because they only
conducted the 2000 wave, and even then they didn’t include these questions
(Annex II). Not all countries, and therefore all regions, can be measured in the
other four waves, and the regions do not include the same countries in
different waves, as has been shown in Annex I, because the countries
participating in each wave of surveys have not always been the same.
Nevertheless, one can notice some stability of measures through time, and

also some similarities when comparing regions.

In fact, citizens in all six regions attribute a very high importance to the family,
and the variation within each region is very low, as measured by the standard
deviation ( ¢ ). All arithmetic means range between 3.76 and 3.97 (on a 4
points scale), which means practically no differences between regions in this
respect. Importance attributed to work is also rather high and similar in all
regions (it varies between 3.37 and 3.88) and the variation, though higher than
with respect to the family, is still not high. But there is more variation with
respect to religion. While Magreb and Middle East regions show averages
above 3 points, the other regions attribute an importance between 2 and 3
points. And the variation within each region is much higher than in the two
previous cases, to the point of showing coefficients of variation (standard
deviation divided by the arithmetic mean as a percent of the mean) close to
50%. Higher variation means that while some individuals living in the
countries included in each region attribute a great importance to religion,
other attribute a low importance to it. But there seems to be a high consensus
among all individuals, regardless of wave and region, in attributing a low
importance to politics. Many averages are even below 2 points, and the

coefficient of variation is often above 50%.



Some other conclusions can be derived from the data. First, with few
exceptions, individuals living in Middle Fast, Magreb and East European
Islamic countries seem to attribute more importance to each of the four
institutions than citizens of the other three European regions, and this seems
to be so in all waves. Second, as has already been mentioned, in almost all
regions and waves family is given more importance than any other institution,
tollowed by work, religion and politics. The only exceptions are the Middle
East and Magreb in the 2000 and 2005 waves, where religion is given more
importance than work, because of a decline of importance attributed to work

and an increase of the importance attributed to religion.

Other Social Values

Citizens in Middle East and Magreb countries also seem to show greater
national pride than citizens in other regions, and citizens in Middle East
countries also seem to be more interested in politics than citizens of other
regions, and more or less consistently through time. But West European
citizens seem to be somewhat happier than citizens in all other regions,
especially in the last two waves of 2000 and 2005 (Annex III). Citizens in all
regions, however, show higher national pride than happiness, and much lower
interest in politics, but the variation coefficients with respect to interest in
politics are the highest (the standard deviation is around 50% of the arithmetic
mean), while those regarding happiness are the lowest (around 25%). And
changes through time in each country are not large in any case, showing high
stability. It must be underlined that the low interest in politics is coherent with

the low importance attributed to politics.

It must be underlined that these are the only cases in which there are data for
Israel, though only for the 2000 wave. Citizens in Israel rank as the second
most happy, only a little less than West Europeans. They have less national

pride than citizens in Magreb, Middle Fast and West European countries. And



they show the highest interest in politics, though interest is low in all regions

and countries included in this analysis.

Confidence in Institutions

In Annex IV confidence in different institutions is presented. The three
Islamic regions, Middle East, Magreb and East European Islamic, show in
general higher confidence in any institution than the other three regions.
Another salient finding is that confidence in any institution seems to be
declining among those living in countries included in the East European
Islamic region, while the contrary seems to be true in Magreb countries. In
general it may be seen that citizens of the East European Christian region are

the ones that have the less confidence in most institutions.

The most distinctive pattern that is found, however, is the great variation in
confidence of regions on each one of the seven institutions, with the only
major exception of confidence on political parties, where one finds a rather
low confidence (and lower variation around the average rating), shared by
individuals in all regions. Somewhat similar comments might be made with

respect to confidence in the government and in parliament.

Apart from that it has been found that the ranking of institutions according to
the confidence awarded to each one of them varies greatly from region to
region. In this case variation among regions is quite large and significant. In
fact, citizens of West Europe and East European Christian countries have the
largest confidence in the police and the armed forces, while Churches or other

religious organizations receive the highest confidence among citizens of the

Middle East.

Preferences for Types of Government

These results are presented in Annex V, and they show a very consistent

pattern among regions and waves, though a large variation coefficient is



maintained within each region, showing great differences among the
individuals who live in each regional group of countries. Certainly there seems
to be a very high consensus in preferring a democratic political system over
the other three types of government. In all six regions a similar pattern
emerges, showing the greatest preference for a democratic political system and,
in smaller degree, for having experts make decisions, while lower preferences
are shown towards having a strong leader and, even less, towards having the
army rule. Only in Middle East and Magreb countries there seems to be a

slight higher preference for the army to rule than for having a strong leader.

Ditferences in these preferences, at the individual level, seem to be larger, as
measured by the values of the standard deviations from the mean with regard

to all four types of government.

Self-Identification with different Political-Territorial Units

Many different international or national surveys have demonstrated that most
citizens in the world tend to identify themselves with the local community
where they live and/or with the country itself, and certainly they identify
themselves less with other territorial units or organizations, mostly political
ones.

Table 2: Self-Identification with each of the following political-territorial units
(1 = Strongly disagree 4 = Strongly agree)

East East
West | European | European Middle
European | Orthodox | Christian | Magreb East
X o X o X o X c X c
World citizen 2.86 |.83 1278 | .95 |2.86 |.80 [2.39]1.01 293 .95
Local community 3.26 | .66 |3.29 |.71 | 3.19 | .66 | 3.14 | .94 | 3.47 | .65
Own country 343 | .62 |3.44 | .68 | 3.39 | .60 | 3.64 | .53 |3.63|.57

European Union 291 .74 12.69 | .95 |2.92|.73

Commonwealth of
Independent States 2.47 | .85
(CIS)

Arab Magreb 2.09 | .98




Union

Arab Union 3.74 | .52
Autonomous 2.651.99 {297 | .94 |3.12 | .77 | 1.66|.85 |3.05|.98
individual

Data are available only for the 2005 wave, when the question was first
included, and the question was not included in East European Islamic
countries. A majority of citizens in all regions identify mainly with their
country and only in the second place with the local community in which they
live. The exception in this case is the Middle East, where identification with
the Arab Union is the highest, even higher than with the country or the local
community. No other significant differences have been found when
comparing regions in this aspect. But the variation around the mean is in
some regions higher than in others, representing at times more than 50% of

the variance.

The Meaning and Performance of Democracy

A democratic system of government seems to be preferred to any other type,
as data have already shown. But one thing is the preference of democracy in

general, and quite another thing is the evaluation that individuals make of it.

Table 3: Importance of Democracy and Democraticness in own country
(1 = Not at all important/Not at all democratic 10 = Absolutely
important/Completely democratic )

WAVE 2005-2007
Importanc
e of Democratic
Democrac | ness in own
y Country
REGIONS X o X c
West European 8.06| 1.67| 06.64| 2.14
East European
Orthodox 827 | 213 | 5.44| 2.30
East European 791 2.28| 5.83| 2.18




Christian
East European

Islamic - - - -
Magreb 8.93| 1.86| 499 | 1.88
Middle East 877 1.92| 595| 2.62
Total

On the basis of a scale 1 to 10 citizens in all regions attach a very high
importance to democracy, with means generally over 8 points (only slightly
below in East European Christian countries). But the evaluation of the degree
to which own country is democratic is much lower on the same scale 1 to 10,
so that only in West European countries the mean is above 6 points, and in
Magreb it is very slightly below 5 points. Besides, variation is much greater
with respect to the evaluation of democraticness of own country than with
respect to the importance attached to democracy. There is a convergence on

ideals and desires, but not necessarily in self-appraisal of their reality.

Within-Group Differences and Between-Groups Differences: An Example

To finalize this analysis an example is presented to compare within-group and
between-group differences. To that purpose countries within each region, for
the 2005-2007 wave of values surveys have been selected, and their means and
standard deviations have been calculated only for two variables, importance of

the family and confidence in the United Nations.

Table 4: Importance of the family and Confidence in the United Nation, by
region and country
(1 = Not at all important/None at all 4 = Very important/A great deal )

2005-2007 WAVE

REGION IMPORTANCE | CONFIDENCE IN
Country OF FAMILY UNITED
NATIONS
X o) cv100 X o] cv100




WEST EUROPEAN 3.88 | .37 10 | 256 | .78 30
France 3.84 | .45 12 | 250 | .87 35
Italy 393 | .29 7 2.60 | .77 30
Spain 3.88 .36 9 2.58 71 28

Ratio High/ Low (countries) 1.02 1.04

EAST EUROPEAN 3.88 | .37 10 | 2.40 | .91 38

ORTHODOX
Bulgaria 3.88 | .38 10 | 2.61 | .87 33
Cyprus 3.94 | .29 7 227 | 98 43
Moldova 3.82 | 43 11 245 | .90 37
Romania 3.85 40 10 2.66 .83 31
Serbia 393 | .28 7 2.00 | .83 42

Ratio High/ Low (countries) 1.03 1.33

MIDDLE EAST 3.96 | .24 6 2.03 | 1.00 | 49
Iran 393 | .32 8 245 | .86 35
Iraq 3.96 | .23 6 1.47 | .88 60
Egypt 398 | .16 4 2.07 | 98 47
Jordan 3.96 | .23 6 220 | 1.16 | 53
Turkey 398 | 17 + 1.97 | 95 48

Ratio High/ Low (countries) 1.01 1.66

RATIO HIGH/LOW 1.02 1.26

(REGIONS)

The purpose of this example is to show that variation in values is different,
both when comparing averages for groups of countries (regions) or when
comparing averages for individuals within each country, depending on what
values are being dealt with. Thus, it is evident that there is much more
variance regarding confidence in the United Nations than regarding the
importance attached to the family. There is also more variation within France
than within the Western European region in the two variables, more variation
within Moldova and Romania regarding the importance of the family than
within the East European Orthodox region, and more variation within Cyprus

than within that region as a whole with respect to confidence in the UN.

Similarly, there is less variation regarding the importance of the family within

the Middle East region than within the West European and the East



European Orthodox region, but when focusing on confidence in the United
Nations it is evident that there is much more variation within the Middle East

region and much less variation within the West European region.

The main conclusion seems to be, confirming previous analysis, that there
seems to be no evidence of homogeneity within so called “civilizations”, nor
even within smaller territorial or cultural regions as the ones that have been
compared here, and that differences in values within a country may be larger
than differences between countries, and even larger than differences between
regions. Using large compound units of analysis like civilizations, geographical
areas, cultural areas based on language or religion or any other aspect,
generally hide the larger variations one may find within a country. As was
reported in another research, elites in different countries on the
Mediterranean basin, and when comparing developed and developing
countries, seem to share very similar values, while non-elites differ much more
between themselves. Therefore, individual properties seem to be more

important to explain differences and variations in values than group properties.



ANNEX [

Distribution of Available Country Surveys by Wave and Region *

WAVE
1981- 1989- 2005-
REGIONS 1984 1993 1994-1999 1999-2004 2007
West European | France |France Spain France France
Italy Italy Greece Italy
Malta | Malta Italy Spain
Spain | Portugal Malta
Spain 1 Portugal
Spain II Spain I
Spain II
East European Bulgaria | Bulgaria Bulgaria Bulgaria
Orthodox Romania | Georgia Moldova Cyprus
Moldova Romania Moldova
Romania Macedonia | Romania
Macedonia | Serbia + | Serbia
Serbia + | Mont.
Mont.
East European Slovenia | Armenia Croatia Slovenia
Christian Croatia Slovenia
Slovenia
East European Albania Albania
Islamic Azerbaijan | Bosnia +
Bosnia + | Herze.
Herze.
Magreb Algeria Morocco
Morocco 1
Morocco 11
Middle East Turkey | Turkey Iran Iran
Iraq Iraq
Jordan Jordan
Saudi Arabia | Turkey
Turkey I Egypt
Turkey 11
Egypt
Israel Israel

Source: European and World Values Surveys four-wave integrated data file,
1981-2004, v.20060423, 2006. Surveys designed and executed by the
European Values Study Group and World Values Survey Association. File



Producers: ASEP/]DS, Madrid, Spain and Tilburg University, Tilburg, the
Netherlands. File Distributors: ASEP/JDS and GESIS, Cologne, Germany.

ANNEX 11

Importance Attributed to Different Institutions, by region and wave
(1 = Not at all important, 2 = Not very important, 3 = Rather important, 4 =
Very important)

How important is FAMILY in your life....

WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X o X c X c X o X o
West European - -1379] 46|3.81| .43]386| .39|3.88| .37
East European
Orthodox - -13.76] .51|3.88| .38|3.88| .38|3.88| .37
East European
Christian - -1 378 49382 46|3.78| .48|3.80| .44
East European
Islamic - - - -1390] 34397 .19 - -
Magreb - - - - - -1392| 321395 .24
Middle East - -13.86] 38397 211396 .24[3.96] .24
How important is WORK in your life....
WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X o X c X c X o X o
West European - -1353] .65|346| .76]3.56| .66|3.49] .70




East European
Orthodox - -1 3.56] .64|345| .81]349| .741339] .78
East European
Christian - -13.70] .54|3.53| .65]|350| .59|3.37] .69
East European
Islamic - - - -13.61] .65|3.66| .76 - -
Magreb - - - - - -1 3.88| 43|3.82| .49
Middle East - -1341] 84372 .59]3.62| .73]|3.56] .76
How important is POLITICS in your life....
WAVE

1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X c X c X c X c X o
West European - -1191) 911188 951209 91]222] .93
East European
Orthodox - -1215| 93210 95]211] .89|1.99| .89
East European
Christian - -1206] 84217 93]196| 80| 1.81] .79
East European
Islamic - - - -1222 92|212| 97 - -
Magreb - - - - - -12.09] 1.06 | 2.13] 1.00
Middle East - -12.00|1.00|253|1.11] 2.40]| 1.07| 2.43| 1.08

How important is RELIGION in your life....
WAVE

1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X c X c X c X c X o
West European - -12.64|1.04)|2.69|1.00]| 2.74] 1.04 | 2.50 | 1.05
East European
Orthodox - -1259]1.101290]1.00] 295| 94]|3.06] .93
East European
Christian - -12381.02)2.67|1.00] 259 .96]2.32] 1.02
East European
Islamic - - - -1299] .86|2.85]| 1.00 - -
Magreb - - - - - -1392] 31|389| .37
Middle East - -1340] .88|3.04| .74|3.82| .52]|3.80| .46

ANNEX 11

Happiness, National Pride and Interest in Politics

(1 = Lowest 4 = Highest)




HAPPINESS

WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X c X c X c X c X c
West European 298| .63|3.03| .64|3.05| .59|3.05| .66|3.12| .59
East European
Orthodox - -1249 74| 2.65| 74| 2.64| 74| 2.70| .81
East European
Christian - -1 262 71| 268| .70 293 .64|297| .67
East European
Islamic - - - -1 2731 .69|282| .77 - -
Magreb - - - - - -13.01] .72|3.03| .72
Middle East - -13.08 .75|3.37| 731293 .83|286| .76
Israel - - - - - -13.02] .79 - -
NATIONAL PRIDE
WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X o X o X o X o X o
West European 383 .87|3.28| 771355 73342 .71|3.34| .69
East European
Orthodox - -1 317 .87|334| .79(3.07| 94| 3.19| .80
East European
Christian - -1 346 741329 82334 .73|346| .71
East European
Islamic - - - -1349| .70 3.29| .89 - -
Magreb - - - - - -1 379 .53|348| .68
Middle East - -1 357 .68|370| .64|3.67| .66|3.69| .57
Israel - - - - - -1 3.35| .84 - -
INTEREST IN POLITICS
WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X o X c X c X o X c
West European - -1 1.94 94|1186| .95]2.08| 93|214| 91
East European
Orthodox - -1 236 96226 90238 .88|216| .91
East European
Christian - -1 2561 90239 90223 .88|222| .91




East European

Islamic - 1230 911|224 93 - -
Magreb - - - -11.82| 90| 205 .97
Middle East 22911.00|258| .98(237]|1.02]229| .99
Israel - - - -1 287 .92 - -




ANNEX IV

Confidence in Institutions

(1 = None at all, 2 = Not very much, 3 = Quite a lot, 4 = A great deal)

Confidence in CHURCHES
WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X o X c X c X o X c
West European 2631 1.07|2.61]1.03]249| 96| 2.67]| 1.00|2.46| .96
East European
Orthodox - -1 256(1.08277|1.02]271 99|296| .95
East European
Christian - -1 230 98|265| 98|247| 95|221| 91
East European
Islamic - - - -1280| .86|2.67| .99 - -
Magreb - - - - - -1 3.73| .62|3.50| .70
Middle East - -129211.02|267|1.05(3.24| 93| 3.22| .86
Confidence in ARMED FORCES
WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X o X o X o X o X c
West European 258 97234 .88|233| .87|259| .86|2.65| .83
East European
Orthodox - -1 3.01 .84|273| 94275 95|279| 91
East European
Christian - -1 235 90283 90251 .82|227| .80
East European
Islamic - - - -1282 .80|2.64| .88 - -
Magreb - - - - - -1296|1.10] 290 .95
Middle East - -1 348 721359 | .68(3.09| 94| 3.03| .98
Confidence in POLICE
WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X o X o X o X o X c
West European 269 .88|248| .83]2.063| .81|262| .82|2.76| .75
East European
Orthodox - -1 243 87223 92(233| .89|235| .92




East European

Christian 251 84234 90| 246 .77|230| .76
East European

Islamic - -1 2721 .85|273| .84 - -
Magreb - - - -1 2621 1.08|275| .97
Middle East 2781 1.04|284|1.04]3.03| .99|297| .92




Confidence in the JUSTICE SYSTEM

WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X c X c X c X c X c
West European 249 85237 83243 .80|229| .85|243| .80
East European
Orthodox - -1 2471 90234 90219 92|224| .90
East European
Christian - -1 253 .87|1226| .86|228| 92|218| .77
East European
Islamic . . - -1 2.61| .78 - - - -
Magreb - - - - - - - -1281] .96
Middle East - -1 281 97|286| .98|257|1.10|2.87| .93
Confidence in GOVERNMENT
WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X c X c X c X c X c
West European - -1210( .80|211| .80|239| .82|216| .79
East European
Orthodox - - - -12231 911199 91215 .87
East European
Christian - - - -1 235 .89 - -1 207 .70
East European
Islamic . . - -1296| .82(237] .89 - -
Magreb - - - - - -1 2571 1.08|2.62| .95
Middle East - -124411.04|230| 1.07 | 2.57| 1.04| 2.78 | 1.02
Confidence in POLITICAL PARTIES
WAVE
1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X c X c X c X c X c
West European - -1 2551 701 190| .72 211 72| 1.96| .72
East European
Orthodox - - - -1 190 .80|1.86| .75]1.85| .79
East European
Christian - - - -1 1.85] .74 - -1 1.78 | .62
East European
Islamic - - - -1 238 .88|194| .77 - -




Magreb - - - - - -1 1.69| .89|218| .94
Middle East - - - -11.93| .89|214]1.00|2.12| .86
Confidence in PARIIAMENT

WAVE

1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X o X c X c X o X c
West European 237 89223 .82]220| .80|229| .82|228| .77
East European
Orthodox - -1 217 .89 211| .88|192| 87201 .85
East European
Christian - -1226] .80]2.09| .86|203| .77(193| .68
East European
Islamic - - - -1 275 79| 2.16| .83 - -
Magreb - - - - - -1 1.86| 98| 241 .94
Middle East - -12.67]1.06|235|1.05|257|1.06|260| .93

ANNEX V
Preference for Types of Government
(1 = Very bad, 2 = Fairly bad, 3 = Faitly cood, 4 = Very gcood)
Political System: HAVING A STRONG LEADER
WAVE

1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X o X c X c X c X c
West European - - - -12.05| 89180 .91]1.92| .94
East European
Orthodox - - - -12.60]1.07|237]| 1.10| 2.67 | 1.01
East European
Christian - - - -1 2221 1.03|1.75| .85|1.76| .90
East European
Islamic - . . -1220| .92]2.04| 94 - .
Magreb - - - - - -1 1.86| 1.09| 1.87| 1.04
Middle East - - - -1220| .92]223|1.07|2.15| 1.07

Political System: HAVING EXPERTS MAKE DECISIONS

| REGIONS

WAVE




1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
X o] X o] X o] X o X c
West European - - - -1 2550 91|226| .95|235| .94
East European
Orthodox - - - -1280 .89|397| .80|2.87| .86
East European
Christian - - - -1 284 .86|3.10| .73(2.99| .78
East European
Islamic - - - -1 2381 1.05|3.02| .78 - -
Magreb - - . - . -1299]1.00| 3.16| .91
Middle East - - - -1 2541 791 288| 94296 .91
Political System: HAVING THE ARMY RULE
WAVE

1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X o X c X c X o X c
West European - - - - 1.51 .71 1.37| .65|1.47| .74
East European
Orthodox - - - -1 1.59| .83|11.69| .87|1.83| .88
East European
Christian - - - -1 1.60| .82|1.35| .59 1.30| .59
East European
Islamic - - - -1 1.9711.05|1.53| .75 - -
Magreb - - - - - -1 1.61| ,90]| 2.02| 1.00
Middle East - - - -1 203 .83|232|1.08|2.28]| 1.02

Political System: HAVING A DEMOCRATIC POLITICAL SYSTEM

WAVE

1981-1984 | 1989-1993 | 1994-1999 | 1999-2004 | 2005-2007
REGIONS X c X c X c X c X o
West European - - - -1338] .65|3.50| .66]3.50| .65
East European
Orthodox - - - -1 331 .76|3.32| .75]3.35| .74
East European
Christian - - - -1332] 731341 .65|331| .78
East European
Islamic - - - -1 352 .60|346| .64 - -
Magreb - - - - - -13.65] .66|3.70| .56
Middle East - - - -1 338 .68|346| .70|3.52| .67




